Introduction
The past two decades have witnessed a growing scholarly interest in the role that "ethnic diasporas" play in the formulation of America's foreign policy. While the connection between these ethnic groupings and the policy process is not anything new in American political life, the systematic study of that connection is of relatively recent vintage. There are two chief reasons for this. First, changes in American demography since the 1970s have led to a fascination with issues related to "multiculturalism" and ethnic "identity"-in the context not only of domestic public policy, but also of foreign policy. In the case of the latter, an outpouring of articles and books has appeared dedicated to the phenomenon of ethnic "lobbying," construed widely enough so as to include discussions of the "ethnic vote." In addition, changes in the external environment set in motion by the ending of the Cold War and the demise of the Soviet Union have put a premium upon such new relatively new categories of analysis as "ethnic conflict" and diasporas. Widespread stories about its "decline" to the contrary notwithstanding, America remains the most powerful state in the international system; thus, it offers ethnic diasporas the promise of exerting outsized influence should they be able to make their preferences become Washington's preferences. This article surveys leading bibliographical sources pertaining to these various themes, embracing as well the normative debates they have engendered. Also included in this article are a set of references to a trio of very significant historical cases of ethnic "politicking" in US foreign policy, for, although the systematized study of the phenomenon may be fairly recent, the phenomenon is nearly as old as American foreign policy itself. Accordingly, three "classical cases" will be discussed: the Irish Americans, the German Americans, and the Anglo-Americans. Finally, the article surveys recent writings on contemporary cases in which ethnic diasporic activism has been said to have influenced the shaping of American foreign policy toward one region in particular (the "greater" Middle East) as well as toward regional dilemmas elsewhere (including Europe, Africa, and Latin America).
Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Examines how diaspora lobbying on behalf of foreign governments differs from most domestic lobbying efforts, and the conflicts ethnic group lobbying on Congress may pose to US national interests. Also examines the growing phenomenon of foreign governments relying on hired lobbyists rather than their diplomatic corps, and instances when the interests of diasporas conflict with those of their "homeland" governments. Case studies on lobbying by Americans of Mexican, Cuban, Jewish, and Vietnamese descent, "pro-Arab lobbying," and Armenian and Turkish lobbying on the Armenian genocide.
Find this resource:
 Tucker, Robert W., Charles B. Keely, and Linda Wrigley, eds. Immigration and US Foreign Policy. Boulder, CO: Westview, 1990.
Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » One of the first collections to draw attention to the likelihood that the changing composition of America's immigration intake would result in changes in the way US foreign policy would get formulated. The collection includes chapters that provide useful historical context within which to assess the new environment. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » A compendium of previously published articles, many but not of all which deal with the topic of ethnic diversity and its varied implications for foreign policymaking. This volume is well suited for undergraduate courses.

Normative Debates
Scholarship on the topic of ethnic diasporas and US foreign policy has concentrated, either explicitly or implicitly, on two sorts of questions. The first questions are normative in nature, and they are directed at the implications for America's foreign policy effectiveness if it be maintained (as most of the normative debate takes for granted) that ethnic diasporas are exerting a great deal of influence on shaping the policy. Importantly, a subsidiary set of questions leads to a consideration of the national interest and how this might be traduced (occasionally buttressed) by ethnic interest groups (Mathias 1981 , Shain 1994 -1995 , Huntington 1997 , Huntington 2004 , McConnell 2009 . Most dramatically, a series of inquiries arise that are not limited to foreign policy but go to the very heart of America's domestic political values and institutions-or, if one prefers, its "ontological security." As such, their thrust is not only, or even mainly, upon the mooted diasporic impact upon American foreign policy, but rather its significance for America's very future, with attention being paid, in particular, to one specific diaspora, namely that of the American Hispanic community, above all the Mexican Americans (Schlesinger 1993 , Hall and Lindholm 1999 , Valladão 1996 , Buchanan 2006 ). An optimistic assessment of American power in the world, Valladão 1996 is muted a decade later in Valladão 2006 , where the focus is on the globalization processes and international norms and institutions that, in an ironic twist, restrict American foreign policymaking despite the strength of this "hegemon." The second sort of interrogation, though not without normative content, is more empirically focused and is primarily directed at (a) efforts to understand why ethnic diasporas have emerged as such relevant topics, and (b) attempts to grapple with the always difficult chore of demonstrating diasporic "influence" over foreign policy. These interrogations are covered in the two sections that immediately follow this one (Structure and Context and Sources of Influence). Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » It would be hard to find a book that differs more profoundly from Valladão 1996 than this one, written by a leading critic of multiculturalism from the community of policy activism, who foresees unchecked immigration from south of the Rio Grande as posing an existential threat to the American identity, and possibly also to the country's territorial integrity with the Southwest at risk of turning into a "giant Kosovo." Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » A direct rebuttal of the argument made in Schlesinger 1993, minimizing the likelihood of ethnic divisions triumphing over the potential of the American creed (or national ideology) to promote accommodation. Although mainly concerned with domestic policy, the book's claim that American pluralism is alive and well leads to the assumption that, in foreign policy, the national interest will prevail over parochial interests.
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The end of the Cold War also marked the end of any great strategic project capable of stimulating unity and generating a renewed foreign policy consensus. As a result, the prospects dimmed for the development of foreign policy in tune with the national interest and parochial interests-both commercial and ethnic-will increasingly call the shots in policymaking. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » A realist who agrees with the constructivists that "[w]e have to know who we are before we can know what our interests are" (p. 10). Unlike Ruggie 1997 (cited under Immigration and Multiculturalism), Huntington's message is a worried one: The cultural foundation of American "civic" (i.e., "inorganic") nationalism is threatened by the swelling of America's Hispanic population. A "unipolar" US foreign policy would become a plaything for ethnic diasporas. This former Republican senator from Maryland worries that ethnic interest groups harm the national interest due in no small measure to the excessive influence they exert thanks to the pandering of American politicians eager to attract funding and votes. As a result, "as Washington and Madison feared, factions among us lead the nation toward excessive foreign attachments or animosities" (p. 980)-to the detriment of the country's overall foreign policy and its best interests. DOI: 10.3200/WAFS.171.4.39-50Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » America's ever-more multiculturalist society will yield foreign policy implications similar to those of a century ago, making it less likely that an interventionist, or "messianic," policy can be followed. A more multicultural America will, therefore, be a more isolationist America and not-as Shain (Shain 1994 (Shain -1995 and others have claimed-a more "internationalist" one. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Similar to Huntington 1997, but with a broader ambit extending past the country's foreign policy and going to its very future as a united political entity, this is a very somber assessment of what lies in store for an increasingly multicultural America that grows more out of touch with its national "creed." Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » The French original edition stirred controversy by explaining why America was not going to decline in the coming century. Instead, and ironically, it would be the development that American nationalists saw as undermining American security and identity-the country's expanding Latin American diaspora-that would guarantee America's ongoing centrality in a world where Latin American nations attained greater political and economic importance. DOI: 10.1080/09557570600723712Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » The "American democratic empire" has engendered profound changes in world affairs that endanger its own hegemony. From above, it is compelled to defend the globalization process that has produced international regulations and norms. From below, diasporas, multinational companies, cities, nongovernmental organizations (NGOs), and criminal organizations increasingly impact political decision making, including foreign policymaking. Note "the growing leverage of diasporas" whose interests may conflict with the national interest. The United States is thus restricted from pursuing a totally deliberate foreign policy, and it is "condemned" to continue defending this process that makes it dependent on other states and nonstate actors.
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Structure and Context
Interest in diasporas and their mooted influence upon US foreign policy has been stimulated by developments both intrinsic and extrinsic to the American experience. Two domestic sources of diasporic influence stand out as being so important as to form the starting point for any scholarly research into the issue. These sources are (1) America's history as a country receiving immigrants, and (2) its experience with the formulation and reformulation of the "national identity" in keeping with demographic trends. Two important conceptual and analytical clusters can be noted among the external factors contributing to the scholarship on diasporas in US foreign policy, namely relating to (1) ethnic conflict, especially after the ending of the Cold War, and (2) the growing interest in the impact of diasporas upon international security writ large.
Immigration and Multiculturalism
From its inception as an outpost of European settlement in the 17th century until the early decades of the 20th century, America had been a "country of immigration" (Dinnerstein and Reimers 1999, Fleegler 2013) . With the major exception being the involuntary migrants brought from Africa as slaves (Heywood, et al. 2015) , almost everyone coming to America arrived from Europe. Until the end of the 1880s, the majority of immigrants came from countries in northwestern Europe; this era would come to be labeled as that of the "old immigration," and, while not totally free of nativist backlash (Higham 2011 , Fleegler 2013 . The period was characterized by an open-door approach to European immigration. The belief was widespread that, as a rising power with resources and space to accommodate a much larger population, America needed, and could easily adjust to, the migratory influx. Not until the 20th century would immigration become controversial enough to cause a fundamental revision of this liberal approach. Foreign policy developments were partly responsible for this revision, with the European bloodletting of 1914-1918 seen by many as presenting serious challenges to domestic harmony. Also, however, changing attitudes toward ethnicity and "race" fed a growing apprehension about the "new immigration" from southern and eastern regions of Europe after the 1880s, specifically the fear that people from these regions were incapable of assimilating into American society. As a result, by the 1920s a new attitude toward immigration set in and, until the revisions of 1965, policy generally was restrictive. Fleegler 2013 examines the shift in the American public's perception of immigrants from southern and eastern Europe, specifically its eventual appreciation of these immigrants' unique "contributions" to American society. Since 1965, the United States has again become a significant immigrant-receiving country, albeit of influxes from non-European countries (Moon 2012). As a result, renewed and intensified debates have occurred about the meaning of immigration for America's identity and its public policies, including its foreign policy (Lacorne 1997) . This development has contributed to a revival of interest in the role played by ethnic diasporas and African Americans in shaping US foreign policy-an interest facilitated by the rise of "social-constructivist" scholarship stressing the close bond between the "national interest" and the "national identity" (Ruggie 1997; Heywood, et al. 2015) . Henceforth, identity would become a frequent point of reference for those debating the country's foreign policy (Lacorne 1997 , Chadova-Devlen 2014 Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » One of the seminal contributions, from the restrictionist side, to the debate about the implications of the new "new" immigration that was triggered by the 1965 liberalization and that reached full flood by the 1990s. Argues that contemporary immigration not only fails to economically benefit the United States, but it also challenges the very meaning of Americanism. The press mostly de-emphasized conflict, but it was more pro-American when US security was perceived to be at risk. Studying Russian Americans is a corrective to selection bias in related research: most focus on groups that engage in active lobbying. Also, the rare research on this diaspora, despite abundant studies of US-Russia relations, looks at the political function of elite media mainly. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Originally published in 1955. Concentrates on the sixty-five-year period during which divisive debates about immigration were becoming an ever-more noticeable feature of domestic politics, with a mounting "nativist" critique developing against the backdrop of a relentless rise in the volume of immigration, nearly all of it from parts of Europe that had not traditionally sent emigrants to the United States. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » A realist who agrees with the constructivists that "[w]e have to know who we are before we can know what our interests are" (p. 10). Unlike Ruggie 1997, Huntington's message is a worried one: The cultural foundation of American "civic" (i.e., "inorganic") nationalism is threatened by the swelling of America's Hispanic population. A "unipolar" US foreign policy would become a plaything for ethnic diasporas. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » An insightful French perspective on America's so-called identity crisis, associated with the new emphasis upon multiculturalism. France itself struggles with the meaning of multiculturalism with respect to the future of the national polity, and often the concept is linked to debates about the meaning of America for France. The author's perspective is an optimistic one, at least for the United States, whose identity may be said to be in transformation but not really in crisis. The general failure of Korean Americans to influence US policy toward Korea is due to a lack of cohesion demographically and institutionally; overarching policy objectives that also align with US interests, organizational capacity, and lobbying networks in Congress. This is compounded by historic suspicions of Asian Americans' "dual loyalty." Comparison made to Armenian Americans' effective lobbying despite internal differences and a small population (Saideman 2002 , Rubenzer 2008 . Koreans' lobbying is more effective when it emphasizes "universalist framing," such as focusing on North Korean human rights, rather than "ethnic" issues such as Korean reunification. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Assesses the latest immigration wave to hit the United States and argues that, notwithstanding the need for some policy adjustments, there is absolutely no reason to expect, contrary to the claim made in Brimelow 1995, that this cohort of immigrants will prove to be any less successful than earlier ones in adjusting to American society and contributing to the overall economy. 
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A seminal contribution to the 1990s debate about the impact of the disappearance of the Soviet threat upon the ability of America to comprehend and defend its national interest. The claim is made that in the new, "threatless" era, one might expect the country's ideological identity (its "inorganic nationalism") to provide guidance with respect to foreign policymaking.
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Ethnic Conflict and Diasporas
The second source behind the most recent rekindling of interest in the relationship between ethnic diasporas and US foreign policy comes from changes in the external environment stemming from the ending of the Cold War and the dissolution of the Soviet empire, and, indeed, of the Soviet Union itself (Weiner 1993). The post-Soviet era ushered in, as a major concern for scholars of international security, the phenomenon of "ethnic conflict" (Saideman 2001), although skeptics remain who considered the concept to be neither novel nor helpful. This value of this concept in scholarship on political conflict is covered in Saideman 2001 , Gilley 2004 , Moore 2002 , and Moore 2017. One side effect of the attention accorded to ethnic conflict has been a questioning as to whether mobilized diasporas are becoming increasingly effective actors in international security and, if so, whether this was a good or a bad development. A subject that had attracted the attention of relatively few scholars up until the latter stages of the Cold War, diasporas suddenly emerged as a "hot-button" topic. The analytical value of this concept, and concern for its increasing capaciousness, is discussed in Brubaker 2005 and Brubaker 2017. Importantly for our purposes in this article, with the United States said to be a "unipolar" power after 1991, it stood to reason that the stakes of lobbying efforts by ethnic groups were going to be greater in the American context than in that of any other nation, for what better way to advance the interests of the kin country than to seek and obtain favorable policy decisions in Washington (Shain and Barth 2003 , Smith and Stares 2007 , Koinova 2018 ? So a powerful injection of external pressure was added to the internally generated interest in diasporas, as a result of US immigration trends. The question remained: were the diasporas the tail that was wagging the dog of US foreign policy or were they merely being exploited by state elites interested in promoting a comprehensive strategic agenda that was quite in tune with the national interest (Moore 2002)? To answer that question, one must inquire into exactly how "influence" might be measured. This is explored in the section immediately following (Sources of Influence). Koinova 2018 furthers the inquiry into the influence of foreign states on American politics and policies, but through their diasporas in the United States. DOI: 10.1017/S0020818303573015Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Diaspora is meaningful analytically, and these groups can influence international security not only by acquiring a voice in shaping the foreign policy of America (the host country), but also by involvement in the politics of the kin country. Kin countries with a recent history of ethnic conflict that have a US-based diaspora are far more likely to experience a renewal of such conflict than are countries with a similar history but no US-based diaspora. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » A collection of essays that addresses the above-mentioned, and often overlooked, way in which ethnic diasporas might exert an impact upon US foreign policy, namely not because of what they might do in the United States itself but rather because of their impact upon the security conditions facing the kin country (or "ancestral homeland")-conditions that have a way of coming back to perplex American policymakers.
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Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » This edited collection situates US policymaking in a broad comparative context, and at a moment when the dissolution of the Soviet Union and the breakup of Yugoslavia were bringing to the fore numerous security challenges triggered by demographic flows and ethnic rivalries.
Sources of Influence
The debate over the part played by ethnic diasporas in shaping America's foreign policy concerns more than the normative dimension. It involves some very important questions about the American policy process itself and the tricky business of how we should comprehend the element called "influence." In this section, the article expands upon the two major ways in which it is thought ethnic diasporas can alter the shaping of US foreign policy: (1) diasporic "lobbying" (almost always, of Congress) and (2) the mooted "ethnic vote."
Ethnic Lobbying
The starting point for any empirical discussion of the potential impact of ethnic diasporas on US foreign policy is what might be termed the "level-of-analysis" problem. That is to say, are the foreign policies of states fundamentally shaped by the dictates of the international system (the "structural" level) or does the domestic setting have an inordinate bearing upon the choice of foreign policy objectives? Small 1996 makes the case that it is the domestic arena, particularly in democratic countries such as the United States, that deserves the lion's share of attention from scholars seeking to understand the dynamics of making foreign policy. Many who focus upon the domestic arena do so with their eye fastened especially upon Congress, held to be the most logical site for the kind of influence attempting efforts that goes under the name of "lobbying. Cautions that one should not assume lobbies exercise undue influence when it comes to effecting policy change; at best they can bring about marginal adjustments to policies already in place, but they cannot engender wholesale reversals of the status quo. Moreover, lobbying is even less relevant in shaping foreign policy than domestic policy, largely due to the central role played by the executive branch with respect to the former. 
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The authors suggest a new way of approaching the relationship between interest groups and legislators, one that parts company with the two traditional approaches to the phenomenon (of seeing lobbying as representing either a purchasing of favor or a form of persuasion). Rather, the claim is that lobbyists "subsidize" the legislative process through the provision of information to their congressional allies. How does Muslim identity influence this, as compared to structural or rationalist variables such as resources, current foreign policy, or short-term goals? The most salient aspects of Muslim identity are transnational loyalty, particularly to Muslim victims of violence; integration and participation as a minority; and religion. But, it may be less salient than other identities in certain contexts, and structural and rationalist factors can also partly explain Muslims' foreign-policy behavior. , the author urges that the size of the diaspora group should be de-emphasized, and the focus placed instead upon its functioning as a successful interest group. The latter entails that US strategic interests and the preferences of the ethnic interest group should converge. Notes that "[P]olitical activity and organization are the key factors that determine the presence or absence of influence" (p. 183). The thesis is that those who place emphasis upon the size of a diaspora are looking in the wrong place: the advantage may lie in smallness, as it enables the diasporic group better to focus its influence attempts. Two recent cases in point are lobbying by Greek Americans against recognition of Macedonian independence and by Armenian Americans opposed to extending aid to Azerbaijan. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » The constitutional separation of powers over foreign policy, coupled with the presence of large ethnic diasporas, results in the latter having an outsized impact on the development of foreign policy. America is not be the only multiethnic democracy, but it is the "only one among them that lacks the ability to suppress the cacophony of voices from electorally powerful ethnic groups" (p. xvi). There is a chicken-and-egg problem when it comes to assessing the impact of campaign financing provided by special interests, summed up thusly: "Do incumbents who receive money from special-interest groups cater to their wishes because they received campaign contributions, or do they receive campaign contributions because they are already committed to the interest group's point of view?" (p. 143). On this question, the scholarly evidence is very mixed. 
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Ethnic Voting
The second chief way in which it is argued that ethnic diasporas make their influence felt in the American policy process is through the ballot box. Unlike the clusters of scholarly work dedicated to understanding lobbying, here the arena in which influence gets pursued is not so much Congress per se as it is the broader American electorate, which to some authors constitutes the best avenue for advancing the interests of ethnic diasporas mobilized around foreign policy issues. Thus the entry point for work examining the impact of ethnic voting upon foreign policy is the corpus of scholarship dedicated to comprehending how, or even whether, "public opinion" gets factored into decision making on matters pertaining to foreign policy. A seemingly never-ending discussion summarized in Levering 1978 and Holsti 2004 centers upon the degree to which leaders allow themselves to be, in effect, "led" by the dictates of the public. The former believe the public should dictate the major contours of foreign policy, the latter argue that this would be detrimental to the national interest. For better or worse (the author is undecided) America's ethnic diversity is increasingly leading to a greater public role in foreign policy decision making. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » A balanced overview of the part played by public opinion in the shaping of US foreign policy. The scholars are divided as to whether presidents lead the public along paths they wish it to trod or whether it is the public that is doing the leading. One of the four principal indicators of policy perceptions during the period surveyed is ethnicity. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » America's "ethnics" (some 65 million at the time of writing) do have a major impact upon both domestic and foreign policy stemming from their electoral clout. Case studies of voting preferences of a half-dozen ethnic groups, ranging from African Americans to Italian Americans, advance the argument that ethnic Americans possess "electoral power," and that this is healthy for the functioning of American democracy. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » If a presidential election was ever dominated by foreign affairs, 1916 should have been it. Woodrow Wilson, seeking to be the first Democratic incumbent reelected since Andrew Jackson, had as his sworn foes the two largest organized ethnic communities, the German Americans and the Irish Americans. The author's analysis serves to remind us not to overstate the "electoral clout" of diasporas. 
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Muslims constitute at least as large a presence in American demography as Jews, but they are too divided along national and religious lines to enable anything like a mobilized diaspora to develop around unified foreign policy themes. Moreover, nearly half of America's Muslims are "indigenous," namely African Americans whose primary focus is upon the domestic fortunes of black America rather than on the greater Middle East. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Presaging subsequent debates about the "Israel lobby" in US foreign policy, this study advances the thesis that American Jews managed to achieve significant influence over the country's foreign policy. They did this, says the author, by the power of the "ethnic vote" in the 1948 presidential campaign, mobilized as it was behind the cause of securing American backing for a Jewish state in Palestine. 
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Three Classical Cases
Although, as noted in the Introduction, the systematic study of ethnic diasporas and their postulated impact upon US foreign policy may be of fairly recent vintage, the actual issue has been around for a long time. If anything, the debates of a century or so ago regarding whether the country's sizeable ethnic constituencies were hijacking its foreign policy were more searing, if no less inconclusive, than those of recent decades. No study of contemporary ethnic diasporas and American foreign policy can be complete without reference to the era in which three "classical" cases figured prominently: the Irish Americans, the German Americans, and the Anglo-Americans.
Irish Americans
To many scholars, Irish America represents the ne plus ultra of diasporic influence attempts in American history, though these scholars do remain somewhat divided as to whether the influence achieved by this lobby was more heavily felt in Ireland or in North America. Because of its demographic weight in America and its intensively held nationalism directed against Great Britain (Kenny 2000, Dolan 2008), the Irish diaspora in the United States has been considered as setting the standard for assessing the impact of diaspora activism in the United States. Debate over the meaning of Irish America for the country's overall foreign policy and, in particular, the quality of its relationship with Great Britain began in earnest during the American Civil War era, with great emphasis placed on the potential of both "physical-force" activism-in today's parlance, "terrorism"-and on peaceful ("constitutional") avenues as lobbying Congress or brandishing the presumed power of the "ethnic vote" (Jenkins 1969 , Neidhardt 1975 , Gleeson 2013 . Efforts outside the official channels included attempts to foster a sense of transatlantic community centered on Protestant unity and Anglo-American friendship (Flewelling 2018). Gleeson 2013 adds to these discussions the emergent Irish-American ethnic identity, in the context of slavery and race relations. The high-water mark of IrishAmerican constitutional activism came during the period spanning the years preceding the First World War and the early postwar era, when the twin objectives of the diaspora were (1) to prevent American participation in the war against Germany, and (2) Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Those within the diaspora who advocated "physical force" nationalism had a complicating role in the evolution of US relations with Great Britain during the tension fraught years following the Civil War. Moreover, domestic political realties (viz., the "Irish vote") contributed to delaying the onset of a more cooperative relationship between the large English-speaking powers.
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Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » A thorough treatment of the Irish diaspora in America from the 17th century to the end of the 20th century. Emphasizes the degree to which, prior to the 1830s, most American Irish were Protestants hailing largely from Ulster, and chronicles the identity shift of the earlier group of Irish, who by the mid-19th century were increasingly calling themselves by a new name, the "Scotch-Irish." 
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German Americans
If Irish America has had a rival historical claimant to the title of America's most influential ethnic diaspora, then that rival has been the US-German diaspora. Because the German-American diaspora was so large (Schulze, et al. 2008; Emmerich 2010) , in numbers even more numerous than the Irish-American one, it came to be adjudged a potentially formidable-and to the Anglo-American majority, an unwelcome-element in the shaping of America's foreign policy during the first two decades of the 20th century (Child 1970 , Luebke 1974 . Like the Irish Americans, the German Americans would focus their activism upon foreign policy, with the twofold objective of working against the strengthening of US-UK security cooperation and combating efforts to darken the image of Germany in the United States, up until the point that the United States entered the First World War (Johnson 1999 , Piller 2017 . For a brief time during these decades, an alliance was even forged between organizations representing these two large diasporas (Johnson 1999) . Unlike the Irish Americans, however, German Americans would cease to play a major role in debates on foreign policy immediately upon America's entry into the First World War in April 1917 (Hawgood 1940 , Johnson 1999 . Never again would great significance be imputed to this diaspora in influencing policy, which underwent a dramatic "identify shift" after that war, such that, henceforth, they would conceive of themselves as "Americans of German descent" rather than as German Americans (Kazal 2004 Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » An encyclopedic, and illustrated, history of the German demographic presence in America from the late 17th century until the present. Invaluable for contextualizing the diaspora that would, at the start of the 20th century, become increasingly mobilized around issues related to American foreign policy. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Argues that the large German diaspora in America unwisely sought to remain relatively isolated from mainstream American society and would pay the price for doing so with the coming of the First World War. The diaspora's "social maladjustments" contrasted unfavorably with the far more effective, because integrated, Irish diaspora. Disputes the claim that Germans made any particularly outsized contribution to the Union cause during the Civil War. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Unlike in the case of the experience of the German diaspora in the First World War, the coming of the Second World War saw Americans of German descent overwhelmingly opposed to Berlin's domestic and foreign policies, notwithstanding such exceptions as the naturalized American, Fritz Kuhn, and his "German-American People's League" (Deutschamerikanischer Volksbund). Still, thousands of German resident aliens were interned during the war. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Fascinating account of the transformation of German-American identity as a result of the strains imposed by wartime pressures on the diaspora to conform to "Americanism." This was accomplished to such an extent that, from the interwar years on, the German diaspora ceased being the standard bearer for "cultural pluralism" and became, in effect, one more element of a racialized "old stock" predicated upon "Nordic" cultural values. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » A multidisciplinary project mounted by the Waterloo Centre for German Studies traces the German migratory experience through a series of multidisciplinary case studies. Situates the US-based diaspora within a wider global context.
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Anglo-Americans
Of all the country's nonindigenous peoples, the non-Irish British-descended Americans formed the largest group, but, unlike those other nonindigenous communities, until very recently they have not generally been styled as a diaspora, a category that many believe applies only to immigrants and not to "settlers." Early dissenters from this view were associated with the "cultural pluralism" of the early 20th century (Kallen 1970 (Kallen , originally published in 1924 , but it would not be until the latter years of that century when scholars began to call into question the logic of the immigrantsettler distinction, and argue that English Americans formed a diaspora in the United States in their own right (Bueltmann and MacRaild 2017). The case for assessing the impact of this ethnicity was strengthened by the "cultural turn" in American history, including diplomatic history (Kelley 1979) . This led to an emphasis upon the implications that British ethnicity might be said to possess for American foreign policy (Fischer 1989 , Mead 2001 . Also important were global trends, starting with the Anglo-American rapprochement at the turn of the 20th century (Saveth 1965 Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Though not denying that the United States and United Kingdom do have a "special relationship," the author queries why, if Bismarck was correct in foreseeing an Anglo-American alliance as representing the "logic of history," it took the two countries so long to construct one. He answers that it was the development of common interests, rather than a collective identity based on "Anglo-Saxon kinship," that led to the alliance, contrary to the explanation proposed in Haglund 2019. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Shows how culturally diverse America's "British" identity really was, with implications for both domestic and foreign policy, with particular stress on the impact of the country's "Scotch-Irish" element. These latter hailed originally from the UK-Scottish border counties, spent a few generations in Ulster, and continued their migratory journey across the Atlantic, inspiring the "Jacksonian" (or "warrior") tradition in American foreign policy. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Argues that Clark 1958 is only partly correct, for the answer to that author's question about timing is to be found in that "grand triad of race, class, and empire-the trivium upon which the relationship rests" (p. 21). Importantly, transnational collective identity has performed a valuable function for America's English diaspora, buttressing its identity at critical moments when it has faced challenges domestically from other ethnic constituencies. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Construes culture as signifying "ethno-culture" and traces the impact of "folk rivalries" imported by immigrants from the United Kingdom upon the evolution of the American political system during the first century following independence. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Takes the thesis in Fischer 1989 for its inspiration and demonstrates that, while America might very well be "Albion's seed," a great variation is found in the four traditions (paradigms) of the country's foreign policy that are derivative of the British/English diaspora, namely the Hamiltonian, Jeffersonian, Jacksonian, and Wilsonian paradigms-all indispensable for taking the measure of ethnicity's impact on foreign policy. 
Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation »
Cautions that it is wrong to minimize the impact of transnational collective identity upon foreign policy orientations: there is an "Anglosphere," it is geopolitically important, and it is based upon a "racialized identity" positing the superiority of Anglo-Saxon folkways and political values. Thus, realists and liberals alike, who stress common interests, are missing the forest and seeing only some trees.
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Recent and Contemporary Cases
Much of the controversy generated by allegations that ethnic diasporas have exerted too much sway over American policymaking is associated with developments in the Middle East, including, but not restricted to, US policy with respect to the Israel-Palestine question. It has also been said that ethnic diasporas have played a significant part in shaping US policy with regard to other regions, including Europe (in connection with the decision to enlarge the Atlantic Alliance), the periphery of the former Soviet empire, and America's own "near abroad" in Latin America.
Greater Middle East
The greater Middle East, more than any other part of the world over the past few decades, has been a source of debate and controversy that comes close to matching the debates of a century ago regarding the part played by ethnic lobbies in the shaping of America's foreign policy, such as surrounding its entry into the First World War. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Evangelicals have played a more important role in US foreign affairs than is generally acknowledged. Explores how its theology has structured Evangelical advocacy on US foreign policy on Israel and global poverty. Traces the main evangelical approaches to Jews and Israel and argues that Christian Zionism's influence is actually greatly exaggerated, contrary to the argument in Belin 2011. Assumes that foreign policy is a moral enterprise, but does not directly engage with IR theories. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » The Christian Zionist movement has become the most fervent and populous source of Israel advocacy in US foreign policymaking in the last few decades. It wields influence in American conservative politics, an alliance solidified by 9/11. It lobbies against the idea of Israel trading land for peace, and it is a major financier of West Bank settlements. It is fundamentalist rather than pragmatic, and its lobbying transforms a political, demographic, and territorial conflict into a religious one. It is, Belin argues, a significant threat to the peace process. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » This provocative argument first appeared as an article in the London Review of Books, and was greatly expanded for this publication. The claim is that America's strong tilt toward Israel is primarily a function of lobbying efforts, and that these efforts frustrate not only the promotion of America's national interest, but also that of Israel itself. It provoked criticism and alternative arguments about the pro-Israel lobby, pro-Arab lobby, and a so-called Jewish lobby, including several titles in this section.
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 Naber, Nadine Christine. Arab America: Gender, Cultural Politics, and Activism. New York: New York University Press, 2012.
Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » An insightful balance to Terry 2005 on Arab identity. Analyzes the political activism of Arab-American young adults in Muslim global justice and Leftist Arab movements, both drawing on diasporism. Attention is on the cultural and political processes through which Arabness and Arab-American identity is forged, by negotiating religion, family, gender, and sexuality with American immigration politics, racism, and militarism. Argues that Arab-American identity is religio-racial and cannot be understood from analyses focused on either race or religion alone. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Broadens the scope of inquiry to include lobbying done by pro-Arab elements in the United States but ends by expressing skepticism about the power of explanations other than the lobbying thesis to account for the American tilt toward Israel. What is termed the "pro-Zionist lobby" is simply too powerful to be counterbalanced by pro-Arab lobbies. The argument that the pro-Israel lobby is the main inhibitor of the United States brokering a peace deal and holding Israel to account for its use of military force exaggerates its influence. The pro-Israel lobby does not control foreign policy toward the Middle East or Israel, contrary to Terry 2005, but it is influential in maintaining and increasing aid and especially military aid to Israel. First, the "lobby" is actually a "cacophony of voices," and, second, aside from proIsrael groups there is longstanding and widespread support for Israel among the American public and in foreign policymaking.
Other Policy Debates
When attention has turned to regions other than the Middle East, it has been accompanied by a debate as to the policy impact of American-based diasporas with "ancient affections." American immigration policies soon after the Second World War were much influenced by the threat of communists, fascists, and nationalists from eastern and central Europe and the USSR, for instance, and the negative impact they may have on Americans' view of those ideologies and the Cold War (Verovšek 2018). Illustratively, some of the most complex policy challenges since the 1990s have been triggered by the need to respond to the disappearance of the Soviet empire in central and eastern Europe and, subsequently, of the Soviet Union itself. Regarding debates on German unification in 1990, for instance, Polish-American, German-American, and Jewish-American leaderships weighed on debates in Congress, through representatives, to express concern or support for reunification (Schemper 2017) . Another challenge involved what should be done about the Atlantic Alliance, the answer coming in the form of a decision to enlarge NATO. Many reasons have been adduced for this decision, not the least that the US government responded readily to the desire expressed by Poland and other former members of the Warsaw Treaty Organization to join the alliance because of concern about the perceived electoral clout of Polish, Czech, Hungarian, and other central and eastern European diasporas. Goldgeier 1999 and Asmus 2002 indicate that the hypothesis may hold some merit but warn against overstating it. With the demise of the Soviet empire came a new focus upon ethnic conflict (see Ethnic Conflict and Diasporas), initially in the volatile Caucasus region, where a war that broke out between Armenia and Azerbaijan over Nagorno-Karabakh engaged the energies of America's small but well-organized "Armenian lobby" on behalf of the kin country, which is detailed in Ambrosio 2002. A different, more cautionary perspective is offered in both Lindsay 2002 and Paquin 2010, each of which offers reasons for reducing the analytical emphasis placed upon ethnic diasporas. The much less volatile Canada-United States security relationship has nonetheless been affected by diasporas also, which Haglund 2015 shows with the German, Irish, and the more recent Muslim diasporas in both countries. Finally, no bibliographical assessment of the link between ethnic diasporas and US foreign policy (and, indeed, domestic policy) would be complete without mention of the impact of two diasporas with roots in Latin America. Haney and Vanderbush 1999 addresses the Cuban-American impact on foreign policy, while Fraga, et al. 2011 analyzes the generic category of American "Latinos" with a view to determining this constituency's policy preferences, including those related to external affairs. Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Shows that the US tilt toward Armenia during its conflict with its Caucasian neighbor was motivated less by strategic considerations (which, in fact, tended to suggest the United States should support Azerbaijan) than by domestic political considerations stemming from the successful lobbying in Congress undertaken by Armenian-American groups. In the words of the disappointed Azeri ambassador to the United States, Hafiz Pashayev, "we don't have an American diaspora" (p. 24). Save Citation »Export Citation »E-mail Citation » Similar to Goldgeier 1999, but with greater emphasis placed upon the strategic objectives identified by the Clinton White House. Agrees with Goldgeier on the strategic rationale behind the enlargement decision (expanding the democratic "zone of peace"), and also highlights the role of ethnic groups, especially Polish Americans, whose demographic concentration in so-called battleground states made both major parties anxious to garner their votes. 
